The putative role of the lateral parietal lobe in episodic memory has recently become a topic of considerable debate, owing primarily to its consistent activation for studied materials during functional magnetic resonance imaging studies of recognition. Here we examined the performance of patients with parietal lobe lesions using an explicit memory cueing task in which probabilistic cues (''Likely Old'' or ''Likely New''; 75% validity) preceded the majority of verbal recognition memory probes. Without cues, patients and control participants did not differ in accuracy. However, group differences emerged during the ''Likely New'' cue condition with controls responding more accurately than parietal patients when these cues were valid (preceding new materials) and trending towards less accuracy when these cues were invalid (preceding old materials). Both effects suggest insufficient integration of external cues into memory judgments on the part of the parietal patients whose cued performance largely resembled performance in the complete absence of cues. Comparison of the parietal patients to a patient group with frontal lobe lesions suggested the pattern was specific to parietal and adjacent area lesions. Overall, the data indicate that parietal lobe patients fail to appropriately incorporate external cues of novelty into recognition attributions. This finding supports a role for the lateral parietal lobe in the adaptive biasing of memory judgments through the integration of external cues and internal memory evidence. We outline the importance of such adaptive biasing through consideration of basic signal detection predictions regarding maximum possible accuracy with and without informative environmental cues.
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Introduction
The wide range of topics covered in this Special Issue illustrates how Andrew Mayes has been a formative influence across the field of memory research. One of the areas that he has helped to develop most recently relates to the role of the parietal lobe in human memory. Soon after a symposium at the annual meeting of the Memory Disorders Research Society highlighted an intriguing discrepancy between neuroimaging and neuropsychological findings concerning the parietal lobe contribution to memory, Andrew rapidly organized a Special Section of Neuropsychologia on the subject (Simons & Mayes, 2008) . Containing papers from many of the leading researchers in the area, the Special Section helped to lay the foundations for what has become a major focus in the field.
The reason that this topic has generated such interest is that traditionally, the parietal lobes have not been considered relevant for human memory: patients with parietal lesions often have difficulty with visuospatial attention or visually-guided action (Corbetta & Shulman, 2002; Milner & Goodale, 2008 ), but do not exhibit severe or even mild amnesia. However, neuroimaging methods like fMRI have revealed consistent involvement of parietal regions in healthy volunteers during performance of memory tasks (Wagner, Shannon, Kahn, & Buckner, 2005) . This raises the possibility that subtle memory deficits may be present in parietal patients that are missed by standard neuropsychological testing batteries but may nonetheless impact on the patients' functioning. Consistent with this notion, patients themselves sometimes report that although they can recall previous events, their memories can lack vividness and detail.
In the last few years, a number of groups have investigated empirically whether circumscribed lesions to the parietal lobe areas identified by neuroimaging studies do actually cause a measurable impairment on tests of human memory. For example, Simons et al. (2008) reported results from two fMRI experiments in which parietal lobe activity was observed in healthy volunteers during source memory tasks that involved recollecting the context in which stimuli were previously encountered. Patients with unilateral parietal lobe lesions that overlapped closely with the 
